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READER 


Otwithſtanding tbe Multiplicity of Learn« 
ed and ſolid Anſwers to Dr. Stillingfleets 
Principles of Cheiltianity , 1 thought fit 
alſo to publiſh this Short and Sub$tantial Pecce 
(though negleSied by the Anthor ) as more par- 
tictlarly ſuited for men endowed with firenoth of 
Reaſon and Fudgement, y:t not. much verſed in 


Rook: Learnipg. 


\ Dr. Sti//igficet's Dilcourle of Ido/atry. and 
his Principles of Troteſtancys To delivei 
my Opinion of either, ſecmeth to be 1u- 
pertlvous, it being credible both are an- 
{wered im Exegl/arderenow. But becauſe 
you preſs me to 1t, and the Anſwer [may be as long 
expected here. as the Book hath been, 1 will venture 
to give my Judgement of Dr.StiJingfiect; and. do coin- 
teſic ingenioutly, that of all Proteſtant Writers I ever 
read, I take him to be not only: the witticft, but the 
witeſt; eTpecially where heratties and endeavours to 
make the Roman Religion, ridiculous. For to ima- 
gine that ratjonal men can be moved by ſerious Di:- 
courſes, to believe, that God would fend Afertin L1- 
ter, Jobn Calvin, Alirtin Bucer, Thomas Cranmer, &c. to 
reform Chriſtianity ( their lives having bcen ſo fcon- 
dalousand un-chriſtianlike ) or that ke would oblige 
the world to credit ſuch vicious men, without ſhewing 
any Credentials, or Miracles, to confirm their Tcſtimo- 
ny, and new ſcnſe of Scripture; is to make God take : 
new and unreaſonable Method. Therefore Dr. $t:/- 
ling flees had very good Reaſons not to inſiſt upon this 
old and ordinary way of hisProteftant Controverſers; 
he fixt upcn a better for his own purpoſe, which is, to 
_ all at the Saints, and xally us out of their Religion and 


cording to your deſire, I have peruſed. 


NM racles.. 
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(2) 
Miracles. But notwithſtanding the ji.uicious choice 
of his new Mcthod, I humbly conceive he hath over- 
ſhot himielf by aiming ſo bigh, and letting his arrows 
fly againſt ſo ancient a Patriarch as St. Beret, of whoſe 
ſupernatural gifts and Miracles. neyerany one doubted 
:hat believed loauthentick an Authour and Doftor of 
Gus Church as * St. Gregorz the Great, who writ his 
L'te: And truly Dr. Se-Tirgpicet is the firſt Proteltape 
Do&o! | heard of did except againſt St. Gregories fine 
©7129 or ſufficiency\'4n relating matters of fat or faich. 
He might think fit to make bo!d with S.Ieratias bes 
caute he was Founder of the Jetnites with St.D-»s-xick, 
a!to becauſe he invented the laquiiitionz But rorhink 
eat his Raillery could reach to diſcredit the M racies 
:nd SanFity of S.Bcnxet. and the Teſtimony ot S. Gre« 
£12 the Great 15an unpardonable Crime. And yet D. 
«; {:ncflects Friends Fad his Enemies ) mar excutethe 
teinouinels of this Crime, by the impollibility of Des 
* Bithop Gedw:n in his Catalogue of Bii-ofs, oe. p.z. ſaith, That 
bl.icd and holy Father, S. Greg ry was the 0.Cativn ot Re-pl.n'ing 
tte Chri.tian Faith in our Countrey, The tame faith D.JW/h.r.&r 
corirs Durins:li.g.p.394. M.Bell in his Skrvey of Pepery, p.1t>, 
tre him, S. Cregery ; rnan ed che Crea', the voly and Learned 
Bi(h p of Rowe, D.Hurpbrey in his | cſu.7:ſm. par,2, prg.624. faith 
Grez.ry both tn N.Ame, andin very Dec Gre:*, was 'nded win 
raany Gifts of divine grace, S. [%avre «- Serip-, Ecclefinſt, c. 27. 
ſaith, Gregory Bithop of tne Apo.c0.ick >ce of 'K.me, oc. Was by 
the grace of the holy Gholt ſo greatly inaue4 with ight of know- 
ledge, as no Doctor of this pre”-2t Age or incim-s pit was equal 
to him, S.Fehn Damaſc en ſpeaking of his Diaiogues, an1 tice life 
of S. Benner, waich S.Grepory Vit, ſaith, Let Gregory tat wrote 
the Book of Dialogu:s, Biſhop of the elder Ame, be brought 
forch, a man as all know, that was renowned bozh for kolineſs of 
iife a2d learning, &c, 


tending 


Je wanifres Bc ——— 
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tending his Caute, otherwite then by facing us dow, 
that all the Roman-Catkolick Prelats and Preachers 
ſince the Primitivetimes, werceither ſo witle(s, as to 
be teduced by foolith Saints and feign'd Miracles; orſo 
wicked, as tocontpire ( againſt Gods known Worſhip 
and plain Word ) to damn themſelves and poſterity, 
And withall. were ſo obſtinate in adhering tothe Er- 
rvrs of Popery. that in whatlocver Age any Preachers 
b can to retoim that Doe:rine, they were tuddenly 
cr:cd down and condemned as notorious Rereticks, by 
the Prelats and Councils of the then vitible Church. 
Bur leaving this to the Aniwerers of D. Stil/1reftect, 
Book, 1 will pats to his 1 rinciples, | 
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Dr. Stillimgfleces PRINCIPE F 
Cleared.Confured.and Recor:c. 


Of [6 js S$1x Fr 1mC1P! ES pret 4 "mac to be agreed HPO 


01 60H SIREEF, 
; hag his three firit Principles ] havenothing to (ar. 


D.St:bincficcts Fourth Princi ple 18. 


Th.t in order t9 1! NS 0. "cingthe Wil of God, it js ne» 
ef. 13 tf at he Know what it 3s. fe 4 w voy ſore » 411 foft a- 
$:07 of the, Pof Godis nec effar; that mann. iy koioy: 
wiat ho hath to c 10, 1; dtha at Go "ps 7) juſt” } P1071] ) Þ:431 Ty 


he ao It 30t. 
Priaciple V. 
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Is Fourth Frinciple muit be __—_ b<tore any 

Chrittian can agree Witl him in its; It he means 
that in order tO mans odeying the VV 1 of God. it 15 
neceſlarv that he 4-ow whar iris, with c/-.r or undemnt;« 
able Evidence. tw? Frinciple 15 falſes it 1s tuſlicient that 
he knows waar Gods \Vill ; is, by Crcaible Teitimony, 
er publick autbority, though the infallible certainty 
thereof. 


(5 ) 
thereof doth : 10! Cl early appear. So childien arc bound 
und.; pain or Gamnation to honour their Parents, and 
Subjects to Obey t1 Cir Sovcruigns, though no intallible 
certainty appeareth that they are their Parents, or So- 
veratgns, In like manner though no_undentable cer- 
tainty appears to us that God {peaketh or declareth 
his Will by Scripture. or by his Church, ver Wc arc 
bour.d under pain of damnation to belecve. that wha 
1s propoicd and communced by them . 1s the Wor 
and Wil of God. and accordingly we ought 
obey 

The reaſon of this aflertion is. that mans under 
ſtanding being imperte&t, its aflent 4s more ——— 
direfted by outward ligns to the truth, than by an 
immcdiate light of the tame. And rhcretore. even 1 
things of greateſt concern, we are accuſtomed ( anc 
idecd for want of better evidence. forc't ) torely up - 
on the Tradition , Teſtimony, an Information of 0- 
thers; and thereupon to ground onr judicial aecrecs, 
and Sentences both m Church and $i nw, Phis Cue 
ſtom being agreeable to reaſon and the Law of nutvre, 
1 capnot be againſt cither to conto1m our cc a thores 

into in ſupernatural Myl{teries, Ol matters ot Faitn 
{ceing we underſtand l-f]c of thete than 07 att Otter 
Theretcre not only the | Fourth P rinciple. but the Ciith 
allo which Dr Stillins; eek pretends tO VL Agree THAT 
on both tides. arefalle, inaſmuch as they lvppot: that 
a clear and certain knowledac of Gods key carl 
and Will is neceiliry for believing the one an obey- 
ng the other. 

Belides. it 1s a prerogative due to Sy "PTLOYS, not 
to be ob'iged to lignitic their will and p'-atvre to 
their Subjets by themſelves immediateiy, but i 075208 
as 


— 
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(6 
Jdoar From 1 thei ine = Otkcersto publith air pro- 
chenn their commanus , either by word of mouth or 
writing And thongh Dt. Sr7/79epleet {in his fleventh 
Principle ) leems to grant. God ought to enjoy this 
Prerogative, yer (it he proceeds conſcquently ) he 
mutt deny it, {Cen 1g there can be no clear undeniable 
ccr:ainty of Goas revealing or commanding, when he 
tutis his Revelaticns and Commands to the propoſal 
nl Nfnity of others, though confirmed by tuch Mi- 
relics as Chrilt himtelt and his Apattles wroughr « be- 
eauig luch Viacles Go not clearly demonſtrate thar 
momeves arwlvupernatural (as 1s manitett by the ob- 
{mate Jews, who aitribured them to Bre/2cbyb ) or 
that the Docrrin coutirmged by them, 1s Divine 5 or 
tat ke words uttered or Vritten by men, 1sthe Word 
of God, It _Uheretore a ci\car certainty or Demonltra- 
ve Evi Jence of Cods WIlt and Revelation be requi. 
re tor Chriitian Obedi.nce and bcliet, we deprive 
_ O08 tat Prerog. ative Which 1s int eparabie from So- 
veraigns, and con'tits m the Obligation of their Sub- 
ecixto belecre and obey them, w Fhenth Cy lpe as and 
COM rand by iubordinate Othicers, though theſ {ce tſhew 
NO Car Or unuenable evidence tor their office « ſome 
{ons Gods VN! {imnters mult thew as Scals of their Com- 
MON, WhiICH mav create (even 1n the moſt icrupus- 
00s 0 ——_ certainty of Div ne Truth and Truir 
repo.clinthems butno luch undeniab'e evidence of 
God, e revcaling and commanding by them as 12.St:/- 
in<jicct and all Froteftants arc forct to exaT. by not 
coneatiog themielyes with that moral certainty and 
eYIdence of [vpernatural tignes Which is vitible inthe 
Roman-Caiholick Church. 
Ard tiuly by exacting grea:er evidence of Gocs 
R evc- 


CE 


Revelations then appears by the ſignesof the Roman- 
Catholick Church, Dr. $ri4/5ng fleet deſtroys all Religi- 
on, and the nature of Chriſtian Faith, which accord- 
ing to S.evl, Heb.11. involves obſcurity, or the Not- 
«ppearance of the Truth of Myſteries believed: And 
reaſon, ditates that belref or faith, being by its own 
nature and primitive notion but an imperteCt ſight, 
whereby we make a ſhift to ſupply the want of clearcr 
knowledge, to wake it compatible with a clcarer cer- 
tainty of the truth believed, or with morc then a moral 
evidence of Gods Revelation ( whichis certainly and 
clearly connecied with the truth believed, becaule it 

cannot deceive, nor be deceived ) is to maintain, that 
we Want, and do not want that clearneſsof knowledge 
whereof Faith doth ſuppole us defective, and fupplyeth 
the detect : Thele Premiſles being thus proved. there 
can be no dithculty in diſcovering the fraud and tall- 
hood of D.Sti//izefleetsPrinciplesand Conclufions 3 and 
theretore granting his ſixth, laſt. and common Principle, 
| will proceed to his particular Propolitwns, mention, 

ing only {uchas Ido 1mpugn, 
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Dr. Stilling flects F :iith of Proteſtants vert Tak 7 
to Princ iples, 15 Falle : ) 


The Rom.-Catholick Faith Reſolved into the 


Inco onl! {tency of its Falihood with Gods Veracity. 
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Propoſition TV. 


Nothing oner.t t- be admitted for D-uine Rev) ation, 
which everthirows the ©: wtunty of theſe Priaciples which 
w71ft be arte "cedent'y SufPoec d to all Divine R «lation, for 
tht mere to ouirtbrow 11-0 m ars whereby m0 arc to jHage 
ACONCCTHINTS the truth 07 any Divine Revelation. 


Propoſition V, 


There cam be no other means im1cincd whereby we ar? to 
Jndge of the truthof Divine Revelation. but @ facu'ty in #s 
of diſcerning irnal aud fulhood in matters propoſed to our 
belief. which if w: do not excreiſe in judeing the truth of 
= ine Revelation. we muſt be impojcd upon by co ory thine 

7 Lich pretends ts be ſo. 


Propotinon VT. 
The Pretcnce of Inf.llibility in any perſon or ſociety of 
mn mult be judged in the ſame way that the truth of Di- 
20 1; Rc "Y laticy Fw XC, 


D. Stil- 


(9) 
R. Stiineflects firſt and ſecond Fropoitrion may 
(s, and his third alſo, if the word certain be 
rightiy underſtood 3 but his Fourth Propolition, if 
therein he ſuppoſeth that every one is 10 be judge 
concorning the truth of Divine Revclation. is falle + as 
21(o the Fifth. wherein he makes our humane Undc:- 
franding a ſufficient faculty, nay. the only mcans of 
diicermng the truth and falſhood in rwatters 5 ropoled 
to our belicf, and of Divine Revelations. For. the 
Objetts of Divine Revelation are frequently Myltcr:cs 
{o ſublime, that they far excecd all humane or natura! 
capacity : how therctore can theit truth or falliood 
be judged of by mtural reaſon. above its own rcach ? 
And as for the Divine Revelation it (elf, all Eivincs 
grant us Exiſtence (and by conſequence ws truth ) 
cannot be known by natural reaſon, and therctore lay. 
that albeit you may prove the Exiſtence of God by na- 
tural rcalon. yet you cannot by the ſame faculty pron, e 
the Exiſtence of any one of lvs Revelations, becauſe 
theſe, taking their denom.nation from the exerciie of 
Gods liberty. are no ſubject tor humane demonſtrati- 
on, or concluding diſcourſes, unleis vou will contine 
Gods tree choice to one of thoic many contrary Dc- 
erees he might have fixt upon. ab £tcr-70. But of this 
Subject more in the Contutation of his fixth Coun- 
Cluſion. 

To make every mans private judgement the touch» 
one of what is Divine Revelation, for fear {toriooth) 
of being impoſed upon br every thing which preiends 
tobe ſo, is totake too much upon our iclves. and ja- 
vours more of tlie price Spirit, then of that pious 
affe(tion 1nd protound tubmiſiion, wherewith St. Pau 


b:ds us Captivate our underitandings to the ob diexce of 
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(10) 
#22, DBut-turely agr doth not conſider 

hat vt uie himſelf makes of his diſcerning faculty, 
when he judges that the Proteſtant Reformation is Di- 
vine Revelation; let himrcftie&t upon the incredibi}i- 
ty of Gods permitting his Church to Jnrk in deſarrts, or 
to lic in Errours from the Primitive times until Alartir 
Lnt!.cr $ appearance. Aro 1517. he will finde there is 
very Intle judgement exerciſed in giving that man, or 
any of his Comrades to nuch credit, as to forfake the 
'ence of Scripture, which the Churchithen, and for ma- 
y preccuing Ages held, for new fanciesand inventi- 
vas of Lethcr, Zainelizs, Calvin, and other debaucht 
Prietis and Fryars, without any other warrant for (ov 
2rcat an undertaking but their own word, impudently 
P7erencmng that they were ſent and ini{pired by God to 
pint a Doctrine tuitable enough to the lewdnets of 
their own lives, and confeſledly * contrary to the 
:c1ce and Fractice of the greateſt Dottors and Saints 
of Coas Church. A man that can beleeve this, may 
be creautous enough to think he can pertwade the 
world t0.!00k upon all Niracles as mittakes and npon 
the Saints that wrought them as fools and paanaticks. 
But it Dr.SriJirghtcet will ſecure him elt and ail Pro- 
teitants trom impoſtures, let himenquire ito the mo- 
* Luther rom.5. IWirenb. ir: Galc, c.! f6l.260. SN 11 Coll g. Merſal. 


-_ 
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228. ſaith, Doit thav O ſole man take vpon tace fo groat it:3fters : 
\V hat if thou being but one, offende:r ? If Goo perm: fo many, 
and all ;o erre, why may he not permit ttce to ere ? Fitierto ap- 
pertain thoſe Arguments, the Church, the Church, the Facoers, 
the Fathers, the Councils , the Cu.romes , thc multutudes and 
greatneſs of wife men, whom do no: thoſ: Cl2y.s in. Jouots, 
yea, theſe ſeas of examplzs overwac'n: ? 


wes 


(11) 
tivesand Miracles which induce us to beleeve that the 
Roman-Catholick Church is infallibly afliſted by God 
in delivering and interpreting his Word, and Reve- 
lations. 

He will not then preſume to make every mans pri- 
vate Judgement ( according to his 5. and 6. Propoſt- 
tion ) the only ballance ot 1o weighty an atfair, nei- 
ther will he preter his own particular epinion betore 
the publick Teſtimony and conſtant Trauution of Chri- 
ſtendom tor mavy Ages, eſpecially it he will examine 
whetacr Gods Veracity, Goodneſs and Providence be 
conliiltent with permitting fraud or {alſhood in that 
Do@rine which a Church ( in all appearance ) mira- 
culous, nd ſjupernaturally qualified, propoleth as di- 
rine : W.cther the Miracles of the Roman-Catholick 
Church ve tine or falte, we diſpute notat preſent, bur 
only averr, thatſecing lo many * wiſe and wary men 


* See S. Au7.de C:vit, Deihb 22. c.8, where amongſt other It, 


racles he te!12:h, how that 11 thg@reſence of him and others, 
devout woran called Pallidii, was ſuddenly cured by praying 
to St. Srepe;, and at his Nionument his words are, eAd ſ-intittn; 
A711 Yer Cure peri eter at, Cue mon Wit Canceilos attigit, ſein fur - 
rex'r. S, Aſalichies Miracles you may ſee in his lite written by 
S.Bern:rd, who ſays, in what kinde ot old Miracles did not Ma- 
Lichias excel ? he wanted r.ot Prophecy, not Revelation, not the 
Siitof healing ; and to con-lude, not raiiing of the dead ; and re- 
lates them parucularly, as alſo how timiclf athiting at eMala- 
chi his death, got his bleſſing ; and after he expired, took his hand, 
and lavins it ou the withered and uſeleſs hand of a boy then pre- 
fen:, he was reftore4 to perfect ltealth ; becauſe in the dead Saint 
ſaith'S. Beynar, lived the grace of curing diſeaſ2s. All theſe and 
other mcre ancient and modern Miracles ( as thoſe of S, Bernard 
hicaſelf ) are by the Century Writers, Ofiandey, and raoit Prote- 
Rant Authors, ſaid to be cheats, delulions, or inchamments, Sec 

1D O/:ander 


— —— 
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(12) 
Ofiarrder (or one, in Epir, cent.12.pag.z10, Partim permifſione Des 
preftigus Saranics eFecta exiſtime ; not, ſaith he, that I think S, Ber- 
rd was 8 Magician, butitis likely Satan wrought ſuch Mira- 
cles to confirm 1dolatry, and the worſhip of Saints, &c. See 
S. Xavjr his Miracles wrought to convert the Indians and Fapors- 
273 to Popery, hiraſcif being a Jeſuite. 


inevery Ape for at Icaſt a 1060. years. and after a ſe- 
vere Scrutiny and terious ſtudy. have judged our moit 
authentick Miracles true. it all theſe men (ſhould be 
mitaken, none can be condemned tor following their 
judgements And all prudent and learned men muit 
conteile 1t 1s a myſtery not mtelligible, how the infi- 
nite Veracity of Godcan be infinitely averle trom fraud 
and falſhood, it he permits both the one and the 0: her 
to be countenanc'tand promoted br apparent Miracles, 
to plaulibly tather:cd upon the Divine Omnipotency, 
that ſuch as pretend them to be counterteit. cannot dil- 
cover the fraud nor diſvrove the fat; nor tinde ont 
any natural cauſe to work {uch prodigious cttects 5 and 
therefore are forc't ( im(ting the obſtinate Jews) to 
attribute them to the power of Bee/z2cbub, or tQ the 
cratt of thoſe very Monks which ( they would have 
the world belceve, weremad-men 3 and yet now make 
them 10 witty, as tocontrive the cheat to cunningly, 
and to counterfeit ſupernatural Miracles fo naturally, 
that our Proteſtant Adverſarics have been lnitherio as 
un{ucceſstul im diſcovering any fallacy in them ( 1 
mean ſti!1 thoſe which moved the Pores to canonize 
Saints) as the firſt Reformers Luther and Calovrm were 
unfortunate in being convicted of Folly and Forgery 
in 1mrating them, when the one attemptcd to caſt out 
the devil in Gerzza»y, and the other to revive the dea 
- 1 Gemer's, ; 


Propo- 


(13) 
Propoſition XIV. 

To Jappoſe the Books ſo written to be imperfed. 1.6. tft 
any things neceſſary to be believed or praftiſed are not con- 
tained in them, is cither to charge the firit Author of thex 
with fraud, and not delivcring his whole minde; or the 
Writers with inſiy;cerity in not jetting down. and the whole 
Chriftian Church of the firſt ages with folly in believing 
the fulneſs and perfeFion of the Scriptures, in order to/ i- 
v.4t107. 


Fropolition XV. 


Theſe Writings being owned as containing in them the 
whole Will of God, ſo plainly revzaled, that no ſober Ew- 
| ©”. - . ' 
quirer can miſs of what is n:ceſſary for ſalvation, there can 
be no necejity ſuppoſed of any infallible Society of men <4- 
ther to atteſt or explain theje Writings, &c. 


Propoſition XVI. 


There can be no more intolerable wſurpation npon the faith 
of Chriſtians, then for any perſon or Society. of mon 10Ppre- 
tend to an a[ſiftance as 1nfallible in what th:3 propoſe as 
was in Chriſt er his Apoſtles, without giv'ng any cqual d.- 
gree of evidence that they are jo aſſiſted, os Chr,jt and 4s 
Aprſiles did, viz. by Miracles as great, publick and con- 
vincing 4s theirs were, bywhich, I mean. ſuch as ar-wrongtt 
by theſe very perſons who challenge this Infallibility, and 
with a deſign for the convidion of thoſe who do nat be- 
lecve it. | 


The 7.8.9.10.11.12. and 13. Propoſitions, are but ſo 
many Prefaces to induce us to beleeve the 14. which 
ſays, that if all things neceſlary to be believed or pra- 
ctuſed, arenot contained inthe Holy Scriptures of the 
New 


— _—— —_ 
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New and O!d Teitarent, it followeth that God was 
trauGulent in not delivering his whole minde, or that 
the Writers were inlincere in not ſetting it down, and 
the whole Chnitian Church of the tirit ages, fools, for 
believing the tulneſs and perteRtion of the Scriptures, 
in order to Salvation. Thele conſequences ſuppoſe 
" but tis not proved ) that God promiſed or decreed 
ro dehver hts whole minde lo plainly in the Scriptures 
conceriwng all things necetlarv for Salvation. that e- 
very one may calily underſtand his mcaning. and that 
the Primitive Church believed fo: But this agreethnot 
1th the Records of Antiquity, nor with the words of 
S. Poter, 2 Tct.3. 16. faying.that in S. Paxls Epiſtles there 
were fome things hard to be underſtood. and calily 
wreſted by men to their damnation : And is further de- 
monltrated to be talte, by the continual conteſtations 
of Proteſtants agamit the Roman-Catholick tence of 
Scripture about Image-worſhip ( whether it be prohi- 
bited 1n the Second Commandement ) and many othc1 
Controveriies, as the Rea! Preſence, &c. Forit Scri- 
pture {or Gods meaning therein ) were as plain as 15 
pretended in the 15. Propoſition, contciencious. ſober 
and learned men could not ditier to irreconciteably in 
the true ſence.thereot. Wherefore nothing is more 
clear to men 1n Scripture, then that Scripture 1s not 
clear, and that God did nor intend it for the only Rule 
of Salyation 3 and by contequence. that it 1s not repug- 
nant to the wiſdome and goodnets of Cod. not ro tet 
down all his witl in writing in the Law of grace, Or 
not agreeable to the tame. thar Cod make men intallt- 
ble in writing to much of his witli as js contzined 1m 
Scripture { orevenall that is necetiary for Salrations) 
though that writing be not clear to every 1inceze and 
tober 
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ſober perſon, 'tis ſufficient it may be explained to eve- 
ry man by the Doctors and Paſtors of the Church ac- 
cording to that of Dezt.17.8. Thonſhalt go to the Priefts 
to enquire, and they ſhall ſhew thee, Dent. 33.10. They 
ſhall teach thy Law. Neh. 8.8. They cauſed the people to wn- 
derſtznd the Law. And Mat.23.2. They ſat inAoſes chuir, 
all things therefore, &c. which laſt Text doth not 
agreewith the Fropolition, ſaying. that for ſome ages 
before Chriſt there was no body infallible among the 
Jews, toatteſt or explain to them the Writings of &6- 

Jes, or the Prophets. As for the Teſtimonies of the 
New Teſtament, (ce Aaf.7. 24. and 13.19. and 24. 14 
16. aud 28. 19. and Zerk 16. 15. and Aſatic. 18. 
I7. KC. 

But Dr. Stif{ingflect will demonſtrate by his 16. Pro- 
poſition, That the Roman-Cathohick Church i into- 
lerable by its pretending to Gods infallibie aftiſtance 
in propoſing matters of faith. And why fo ? Becauſe 
forſooth every Preacherof that Church doth not work 
asgreat Miracles as Chriſt and his Apoſtles. Doth e- 
very Proteſtant Preacher work ſuch Miracles ? Did you 
Dr. 8til{:rgflect? Lid any of your Church, or Reforma- 
tion, ever work a Miracle? It not, why do you ex- 
pect or exact that any ſhould beleeve your Reforma- 
t3on, Or that your Church 1s afliſted by the holy Gholt ? 


If all rational perſons mult grant, that Muracles are ne- - 


ceſiry to plant any new Doctrine pretended to be d+- 
vine, how much more nccetiaty muſt they be to re- 
verle the old. and reject Doctrine held for many ages 
as Divine. and confirmed as ſuch by ſo many Prod 1g1Cs, 
againſt whole ſupcrnaturality our adverlaries have no 
other Arguments then their own arbitrary Interoretati- 


ons of Scripture. and thole things which the Jews ob- 
jzeed 


— — 
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jieted againſt the DoGirine and Miracles of Chriſt and 
bis Apoiiies? Tins mach we may art leaſt cxact and ex- 
vect 11om UT Stif{x8fiect, that he will eicher confelle 
tie wrath of ow iottrine and Miracles, or confute 
{11m by lome better xeaſon then bya bare ſuppoſition, 
that 14Cv ate againtt Scriptures or by raſhly averring 
they are but 11cks of coverous Monks and crafty * Je- 
ſuites, Other Froteftant Writers confetle ingenioully 
tat our Mathrg FPridfts and Jeſunes have wrought 
many 11ve Miracles in the Drdies, Japan, Conco, and 
Ch:yr. converting thoſe Nations to Popery. And 
ſr. ir tw-{/ || ipeaking of the Converlion of the King- 
dom ot Coneo. faith. Shall this AFion. which tendeth 
io the G!or; of God , be concealed, and 10t ceommeitted to 
memory, becarjs it was performed by Popifh Prieſts, and 
Popill: means £ God forbid, 

It Dr. s://ine fleet thinks that his Church. or the Re- 
formation by not pretending to Miracles, or Infallibi- 
ity m propoling matters of Faith, be a more certain 
and fate Guide to Salvation , then the Roman-Catho- 
lick Church, that with undeniable moral evidence 
pretends to both, few conſidering and conſciencious 
perſons will be of his op:nion ; it being a clear prin- 
ciple in Moral Theology, T hat in matters of Eternity 
we are bound to choole the ſureſt way 3 and no pru- 
dent man will deny, but that it 15 a ſurcr way to Hea- 
yen, to be directed by a Guide that pretends to be cet- 
tain of that way, and produceth moral evidence for 


* Dr Feld in his Treatiſe of the Church, {ib.3. cap.48. [| Mia” 
traham Harwell in his Report of the Kingdom of {brge, enrr- 
Ar..1597. in his Epiſtle to the Reader, Symon Lyrhries in ResÞon]. 
altera ad alteram. Gretſeri Apol, pag.231. Danevs conrra Bellar. 


pas.7B81, | 
that 
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that certainty, then to follow a guide that plainly con- 
feſleth bis own uncertainty of the way, and hath no- 
thing to lay againſt the moral evideace aud aflurance 
of the other, but zailing RKayilery, or turning to Ridi- 
cle (uch forged and incredible Miracles as we ow 
ſelves diſcover, and puniſh. 


To conclude,it is not neceſſary that every particular 


Door or Preacher of tbe Faith, ſhew. or work a M1- 
racle, 'tis ſufficient that any one of that Faith do it, 
or did it, to prove the Faith and Infallibility of the 
Roman Church : If this be credibly reported to the 
diflenters, they are bound to beleeve it and become 
Roman Catholicks. Herod never did ice any of Chriſt 
or the Apoſtles Miracles, at leaſt many of the Jews 
did not, and yet they who heard them credibly report - 
cd, were obliged under pain of damnation to belceve 
the Chriſtian doctrine, becauſe they were credibly in- 
tormed that it was confirmed by Miraclcsz So that its 
a ralh mniltake to maintain, that no Proteſtant 1s bound 
to ſubmit to the Authority and Doctrine of the Ro- 
nian-Catholick Church, unleſs he be convinct firſt by 
leeing a Mizacle 5 Such things as are own'd tobe Mi- 
racles by our Church, are ſo well examined, and ſo 
authentickly proved, that any one may prudently be- 
lceve them 3 for though perhaps none now living did 
ſee them, yet many credible perſons that lived when 
they were wrought, did ſce them, and we may rely up- 
on their {fight and, ſearch with as much Reaſon and 

more Religion, ten upon our own, according to 

Chriſts ſaying to S. Thoweas, Bleſſed are they who have 

avt ſeex, and yet believed, 


. Pr@- 
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Propoſition XVII. 
Nothing is more abſurd then to pretend the neceſſity of 


ſuch an infelliblc Commiſſion and aſſiſtance to aſſure we of 


t-e truth of theſe Writings, and to interpret them, and at 
the ſame time to prove that Commiſſion from thoſe Writings 


from which we ere told nothing can be certainly deduced. 


wch an aſſuftance not being ſuppoſeds br to pretend that In- 
fallibility in « body of wor. is not as liable to doubts and 
diſputes as in thoſe Books from whence only they derins: 
their Infallibility. 


The 17. Propoſition 1s a groſs or wiltul miſtake of 
the Roman-Catholick Dottrine ; We do not ground the 
Infallibility of the Church upon the words of Scripture 
which aſſert it, but upon an impoſſibility or incredi- 
bility, that God would permit ſuch a Church as the 
Roman-Catholick. qualified with ſo many teeminy ſn- 
pernatural ſignes of his favour and ſeals of his Divine 
Commifhon. as our Miracles, Sanitity. Converſion of 
Nations to Chriſtianity, &c. upon an Impoſbbiliy : 1 
ſay, that God wou'd permit a Church ſo apparently 
qualified with ſupernatural Marks of Divine * Authe- 
rity. to leade men into any errour, when it pretends 
to propoſe and declare Gods Revelation 3 This we ſay 
& not compatible with Gods Veracity, or with his in- 
fimte ſincerity or inclination to truth, and averſneſle 
from falſhood. whether in fundamental, ornot funda- 
mental points of faith. For, even amongſt men he that 
1s very lincere, or much incliped to truth, and averſe 


* Sce Father Thomas Barton: Tremi:ſe of Religion and Government, 
edit, 1670. where he cleareth this point, as alſs the obſcurity of 
Chriſtiaa faith, 


from 
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from falſhood, will not permitany one (tf he can help 
it ) toabule his name or authority by counterfeitin 
his Commiſſiovs or Seals, much leſs can it be m———_— 
by any ſober perſon that God who is ſincerity and 
truth [it (elf, would permit ({ be being omnipotent ) 
the Roman-Catbolick Church to abute his ſacred 

and aſſume his authority by counterfeit Seals, or falſe 
Miracles, and thereby to {ſeduce the world for ſo ma» 
ny ages as that Chnrch hath been prudently taken to 
be the ſole true Church of God . So that you muſt grant 
1. The Roman-Catholick Miracles (approved of inthe 
Bulls of Canonization of Saints) to be true, and by 
conſequence it iclt to be infallibly aſhſted by God, 
independently of, and antecedently to any words of 
Scripture; and it the Miracles be true, there can be 
no diſpute of the Truth of its Do@rine. or of the au- 
thenrtickneile of its Commiſion. 2. You mult grant, 
that it its Miracles were falſe, there could be no proot 
or taith of Gods Veracity, this being inconſiſtent with 
the permition of a cheat ſo apparently ſupernatural. 
We retolve therefore Chriſtian and Catholick Faith 
into this Aflertion or Aſlent and Aſſurance; Gods Ve- 
racity being Infinite, I do moſt firmly and undoubtedly be- 
leeve, that God will never permit any falſhood to be pro- 
pojed as his Word or Revelation, with juch appearance of 
Altracles, and juch ſigns of his approbation, as the Romans» 
Catholick Church propoſeth its Do@rine and Infallibility : 
And therefore whatſoever the ſame Church doth propoſe as 
Gods Word or Revelation, I do moſt firmly and undoubt- 
caly belecve as the real Word and Revelation of God. To 
this univerſal Aflent or Aſſertion are reduced all the 
particular Aitlents or Articles of Catholick Faith,with- 
Out any Linde of that circle which Schoolmen fo much 
: F dread 
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dread in the re{olutionof faith : Neither is there any 
circle in proving the evident credibility of the Roman- 
Catholick Church by its Miracles, and the truth of its 
Miracles by ite approbation of the ſame Church. 1.Be- 
caule We. PIoVe he Credibility of the Church by the 
{ole moral appearance that our Miracles are Divine, 
before they are believed ro be Divine by fu 

eural tanh. 2. Becaute both the truth of our Mira- 
cles. and the Intallibility.of our Church are proved by 
the Infinitenetie of Gods Veraci:v. which is not co:- 
t:irent with a permition of our Miracles being talie. 
or of our Church being tallible. az hath becn huherto 
declared. 

As to the Second fart of the 17. Propoirion, it's 
manitelt to common lente. that doubrs and ditputes arc 
with more eale and clearnets retolved by an intallible 
body of men, then by an obicure ( though infallible ) 
\\ riting : Men may h:ar, and an'wer dithculties and 
doubts, a Book ( eventhe Bible) cannot. becauſe ve 
prove it t-obicure (even atrer all conterences ot texts, 
and Examinations ot the able Scripturiits ) by reaton 
of (hedittercnces m opinion concerning the true tence 
thereot, 

The 12. Propo't: ion 1s grounded upon the fallhood 
of the 17, and ther-tore necdeih n> other confutatt- 
on + butasto what it lays. Gnd had promiicd to par- 
ticular men who endeavour to underitand Scripture, 
that either they (hall noterr, or if they (þall, they (Fall 
not be damn'd tor 1t, 1s but a fancy of Dr. St:4ngfi-es, 
without any proof or colour of truth, and cortiary to 
Chriſts commands ot hearing :nd obeying the Church. 

T he 19. Propoiition contains only a falſe ſuppoſition 
contuted inthe 17. and an inclination in D.8#:/ingfie 
ro 
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tothe private ſpirit, againſt the pubiick Teſtimony of 
the Church. 
Propohition XX. 

No mans faith can therefore be infallible, meer'y becanj: 
the Propenent is ſaid to be infallible. becauſe the nature of 
Aſſent doth not dependupon the objc&rvc infallibility of an; 
thing without us. bat is agrecable to th! cy/dence w? fate 
of it in our mindcs 5 for Aljent is not built on the nature of 
Mhings, but their cuidence 10 US 


The 20. Propolition wants explanation - There a1e 
two {ortsot Atlent, one 1s grounded 1 pon clear cv t- 
dence of the truth atlented unto, and is aa inelle&us! 
light thereof, the orber 1s grounded upon autaortty, 
that is, upon the Author ox Speakers Veracity or [1:1t- 
nation to truth: The tirſt Kinde of afjcnt 1s agreeable. 
and bears proportion with th:: evidence we have of it 
in our mindes. and 1s infallible it the evidence be cicar. 
as it 15 1n tome undeniable principles, and in their im- 
mediate Conciuſions : But the aſlent built upon antho- 
rity (which 1s Fa th) depende.h in itsintaliibiluy 
vpon the infallibility of the Infa iible Aurhour or 
Proponent apprehendcd to be to by us and this inde- 
pendently of any Evidence we have ot the truth or na- 
ture of things withour us 5 and therctore this 2c. Pro- 
volition is abiolutely talle. 


Propolition X XI. 


It is therefore meceſſary in ord'r t» an Df allible Ani, 
that cvery particular perſon be infallibly ajſiſt. d in judging 
of the matter propoſ.ed to hixz to be believ'd, ſo that the 
ground on which a neceiſity of ſome cxttrmal infallible Pro« 
Ponent 


ponent # aſſerted muit rather make every particular Perſon 
infallible, if no divine faith can be without an infallible 
Aſſent, and jo renders any other infallible uſeleſs. 

The 21. Propoſition is alſo falle. it being only a con- 
ſequence from the former. A faliible perſon may give 
an infallible aſſent in matters of faith, becauſe thetruth 
and aflurance of ſuch an Alilent 1s not to be meaſured 
by auy inward evidence the Attenter hath of the matter 
01: Myſtery beheved but (ſuppoling the outward ap- 
rearance of rhe ſupernatural ſignes of the Church) by 
rhe grace that God gives to allure us. that himſelf is the 
iuthour ot the DoAarine ſo propoſed : And though 
: ne appearance of the ſignes of the Church exceedsnot 
a moral certainty of God being the Authour of the 
Churches Doctrine.yet our aflurance of that ſame truth 
is more then moral. becaule we build not the aſſurance 
ind certainty of our Catholick faith, or of the Infalli- 
vility of the Church, upon thoſe motivesof credibility, 
and the outward appearance of their connexion with 
the Truth. but upon Gods Veracity, Goodneſs, and his 
ayerſneſs from any falthood 5 which is ſo great,. that 
we: do as firmly beleeve he will no more permit a 
Church fo likely to be his, as the Roman-Catholick 
Church is. to crre, and leade us iato any talſhood.then 
he would own himſelt Authour or Countenancer of 
that falihood and fraud. 

Propolition XXII. 

If no particular perſon be infallible in the aſſe1:t he giv:s 
to matters propoſed by others to him, then no man can be 
infallibly jure that the Church is infallible , and ſo the 
Charches Infallibility can ſignifie nothing to our infallible 
aſſurance, without an equal Infallibility in our ſelves in the 
belief of it. 
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The 22. Propoſition fignifies nothing, if you wall 
refle& upon what hath been now ſaid 3 every faithful 
IS ;nfallible inaſmuch as he agreeth with the DoCtrine 
of the Church, and the Churches Infallibility is one 
point of that Doctrine. 

The 23. Propoſition 15 compoſed of abſurd ſequels 
from1he former. 

The 24. 25. and 26. Propoſitions have not any thing 
worth our taking notice of. 


Propoſition XXVII. 
Toe Nature of cCOrt.einly doth recerve ſeueral W1.TH1CS, (ite 
Sf. cording to tre nature of the proof. or the deer. e# 0] 
. Th-1s moral certainty way be ſo called ertber &e. 


\ the 27. Propoſition the Anthour declares, that 

1 i{fanjty 1s morally certain, that is, 1timplys a firm 
1-111 pon the higheſt evidence that moral things can 
r-cerve: Thicieems to involve a contradiction 3 How 
C.n our Attent be tvthciemtly firm for Faith, and .ex- 
civde A] doubts and fears of Falſhood ( as Chriſtian 
Fanh muſt ) 1: its certamty beonly moral], though in 
the higheſt degrec of moral certainty ? For,the highett 
degree of mol certain: y doth not include an abſolute 
1mpotibili:ty of the contrary 3 So that Di. $t:Ving fleet 
muſt confetie 'tis poſble his Faith may be falſe, and 
the Scriptures a Fable, though he be morally certain 
in the higheſt degree 1t 1s not 10. 

Hence followeth againſt the 28. Propoſition, that a 
Chriitian having no moze then moral certainty in the 
Higheſt degree that the Scriptures are the Word of 
God, his Faith cannot bereſoived into the Veracity 
of Cod, asthe ground of his belicving 3 becauſe the 

G Veracity 


| 
Veracity of God excludes all Fallacy and pofibility 
of Falſhood, and mcludes not only the higheſt degree 
of moral. bot of Metaphyſical certainty, and by con- 
lequence every aſſent of Fatth -groanded thereup- 
on, and reduced thereunto, muſt be of the ſame nx 
ture. 

The 29. Propoſition confines Gods Revelations to 
Scripture only without proof or pretext for fo bold 
an aflertion, as we have manifelted 1n confuting the 
L;j. Pr: foſttion. 


Propoſition XXX, 


7 t, ere C47 be 110 b. tter W.1y fo Prevent JENS riftckes inthe 


ſence of Seripture ( which men being fallible ate ſubjed to) 


ton ths conftacrims the CON [equonce of m:jtahi110 17 4 #14t= 
ter wherein thelr j2 'ition is conc rnd ard there can be 
20 ſufficient reaſon C1UOW vw. that mA) wot jors e1n maittcr 
of fa'th which God {rmiclf hath made aſc of, as the mers 
70 ke:p 1 1; f7 2088 Gn in their O25, wn' ff any 111.411. that 
Errors 11 0P791,077 ar. X107- F EDTG YOAMS TO WICWS Jon's thcn a 
To CIOMS [2fc is and therfor. that God js bound to take 
FUOYC (41 £0 Pre T'.11 $1. ON then ti.c Other. 


This 30. and laſt Propoſition doth not agree with 
the 15. and 10, Forin the 15. the Author maintains, 
thatnofobcr Enqu t.r inrothe Scriptures, can m:1s of 
v hat 1s vecetlary for ſalvation. and trom thence con- 
cludes there can be nn neceſiity ſuppaſecd of any intal- 
Iible Society of men {( or ot the Church of Exglard) to 
a'ic{t or explain Scripture 5 To what purpole thea are 
Biſhops, Deans Chaprers and Paſtors. or at leaſt their 
Revenues and Iythes? May not this brinz Dr. S$ti4/;ng- 
flect, wander the ſuſpicion and cenſure of being rather a 
Freva- 
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Prevaricator then Aſſertor of the Church of England, 
and an Impugner of the Eccleliaſtical Hierarchy ? His 
18. Rropolition alſo deſtroys this 30. as you may ſee 
by -comparing bcth : in the 18. he lays. God hath pro- 
miſled to them who uſe their beſt endeavours or means 
to undes(tand the Scriptures, that either they ihall not 
erre, or they ſhall not be damn'd for it. From whence 
it follows. 

1. That Scripture is obſcure even in matters necel- 
fary for ſalvation, contrary to the 15. Propolition. 

2. That they nccd not tear bemg damn'a, and there- 
fore need not be concerned for erring, which is con- 
trary to this 30. Propolttion ,' and ipdecd to all Chri 
| ſtianity, whereof St.Par lays, it is one of the tirſt prin« 
ciples, that without faith it js impolſivle to pleaſe God, 
and that Faith 1s the ſubſtance and foundation of Re- 
ligion, and hopes of talvaiion : In this tenſe it's cer- 
tam, that errours in opinion are t-r more dangerous 
then a vicious lite is, both becaiſc hoe ie 1s the worſt 
of vices, and becaule it 1s mote litticult to recover rue 
Farh o1celoſt, then to repent ot any other {1ns. You 
bave feen D 8t-{/7nefi:cts 1 rinc ples cleared and cortu- 
tcd; Now you \lall lee thew 1etoiied agaiuit himiclf 
in his 04 n Coac.ution-. 


_ OC 4 nag 


Concluſion 1. 


There Js 110 wereſſity at all or uſ of 41 infallivle ſeciet; cf 
men to aſſure mn of the iruth of thoſe things wiichih j 
may be certain of without it, and tannet | ave ary greater 
e[/wrance ſuppoſing jncl, Tnfaubiliny to be in toc, 


Con- 
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Concluſion II. 


7 he Infallibility of that ſociety of men who call themſelves 
the Catholick Church, muſt be examined by the ſame facul- 
t1cs 11: man, the ſame Rnles of tryal, the ſame motives by 
which the Infallibility of any Divine Revelation 3s, 


Concluſton 11I. 


I he lejſe convincing the Airacles the more donbtful the 
AMarks, the more oljeure the ſence of either what is cal- 
lied the Catholick Church or declared by it , the leſſe 


reaſon kath any Chriſtian to belecv? upon the account of any 
r/o call therſelvcs by the name of the Catholick, Church. 


Conclution IV. 


The more avjurd any Opinivs are, and repugnant to the 
firjt Principles of ſence and reaſv1, which any Church 0b- 
trudes 1P01 the faith of men, the creater reaſon men till 
hawe to rejed the pretence of Infallibilit 3 72 that Church as 
a erand Impoſturc, 


Concluſion V. 


To diſorwn what is ſo taught by (nc Church, is not i 
queſt ron the Feracity of Goa, but ſo firm. to aaler? bo 7. 
as to what he hathrewealed ins criÞPtures, that mea Aare nc 
out of love to their jouls reje@ what is ſo tangi/t, 


TH Firſt Conclufion hath been retorted in the 22. 
Propolition againſt the Churc': of Erg/ard { whic! 
Dr.$St/!!;ygflect undertakes to maintain ) becaule 1t an 

intalliblc 
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infallible Church be ſuperfluous, much more ſupertly- 
ous muſt the Church of Exglard be, that is confeſledly 
fallible. Nay it muſt be dangerous,becauſe by the Laws 
of the Land which confirmit, and by the Benefices and 
Revenues that enrich it, men may be induced tofollow 
falle doftrine,wherennto (as a fallible Church) un may 
leade rhem. 

The 2. Concluſion deprives the Church and State 
of Fne&/ard of all hopes of peace and quiet becauſe it 
a Ch.ich pretending (with good grounds) to Infallibi- 
lity. muſt be imdged and centured by every private mans 

i and .difcretion. much more a Church that ac- 
k nov .edycth to be fallible, and yet both reaſon and 
expericace demonttrate, rhat no Church or Common- 
weal:h can he peaceable, whercin every private perion 
1<perniittcd to bea Juauge of its Laws, orof its Religion. 

"nc 2. Concluition abſolute;y deſtroys the Church of 
Er:g/ai:d ox ave nt doth not as much as pretend to Mi- 
racies. nor iiprinatural vitble marks, nor to the name 
of the Catheol:c& Church z and by D.st/l:ngflects conſe» 
quence no Chriſtian ought to behicve upon the account 
ot ' 1 Church. 

1 us 4. L1H 0N 184llo deitruftive to the Church 
of Erglard becauic nothing 1s more repugnant to the 
hiſt princivles of ſenceand realon, then rhat a Church 
conteiledly tallible thould pretend to direct men to the 
In aliible certainty of Ciriſtian Faith 3 and that men 
ſi. ' He competled by Laws and penalties to hazard 
ther ialvation by followinga guide that owns not to 
be fully a11ured whether his own Dodftrine be the right 
WAY iO rieavVen, 

ihes5. Concluſion makes it lawful for every man to 
rejed the authority of the Church of Eeclend and tc 
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make himſelf {ole Judge of the Scriptures, and all this 
out of love to hisſoul. and out of reverence to Cods 
Veracity , which 1s ( in equivalent terms.) to make 
Dr.$1illirg flects Religion inteparable trom H-refie and 
Rebellion, and inconliftent with the ſafety-ot any State 
or Soveraign. ; 


Concluſion VI. 


Though nothing were to be deliwcred as the Will of God, 
but what 3s by the Catholick Church declared to be ſo, yet this 
«oth not-at all concern ihe Church of Rome, which ncither is 
the Catholick Church, nor any ſound part or m:mber thereof. 
From all which it follows, that it can be nothing but wilful 
Igzorance, weaknef of judgment, ſtrength of prejudice, or 
Some ſinful paſſion, which makes any one forjake the Com- 
rumen of the Church of England, to cmorace that of the 
- Church of Rome. 


This 6. Conc!ufion I (hall endeavour to confute by 
proving that the Roman-Catho!ick Church alone, 1s 
the whole Catholick Church - Ia order whereunto I 
'wWill ſet down thele few Propoſitions. 

1. That there 1s. and always hath been. upon carth, 
a viſible Catho'ick Cburch, otherwiſe Chriſt would 
not have commanded us to repair to it vin our differcn- 
ces. nor the Apoules have made it an Article of our 
Creed. 

2. The Catholick Ghurch muſt have ſome viſible and 
ſupernatural ſignes ( far exceeding all others in the ap- 
pearance ot being ſuch) whereby it may be diſcerned 
trom all ;agan and Heretical Congregations pretending 
to be a part, or the whole Cathol:ck Church. It this 
be not granted, no man is obliged to be of any Church, 
nay 


: 

(29) 
way ratherall men are obliged to be of no Church, be- 
cauſe not having any ſignes to prefer one Church be- 
fore the other, none could know which is the true one, 
and therefore it's a hundred to one, at leaſt, they would 
fa/l into ſome Heretical Congregation, there being ſo 
many. and the true Church or Congregation but one. 

3: That no ſupernatural ſigns or Miracles can be vi- 
ſible and wrought for conrfimation of doGrine in any 
Congregation but in that one which 1s the t1ue Church, 
becauſe the ſignesor Miracles which Chriſt ſaid would 
follow the Belcevers. rk.-16. or the true Church arc 
of the ſame nature of: Chriſts Miracles, and in order 
£o gain credit for the teſtingony it gives of. it ſelf and 
his dotrine : and God being the Author-of truth and 
concord, cannot giveſupernatural ſignes of his truſt or 
truth to any two or more diſſenting Churchcs, for if he 

did. the wiſeſt cour'e ( as I ſaid) learned and piovs : 
mencovld take, would be, to turn Sccnticks, and not 
believe in God. Henee alſo u followeth 

4. Thatthe Catholick Church cannot becompoſed 

of. any two Congregations diflenting in aay one point, 
which eirh rho!ds to be an Article of Faith fundame:.- 
tal, or not fundamental] : the reaſon is, becauſe-if they 
beof equal authority men ought rather to ſuſpend ihen 
ſubmit their judgm-'Tt+ to either of thole Congiezati- 
ons: and though both (houJd agree in fundamen: al 
Articles, yet becaule God ( being truth. it ſelt ) is as 
contrary to-{mall as great un:.ru hsor errors, he can no 
more permit the Teſtimony-of his Chrren and his Mirae 
cles, taconfirm a little. then agrea: untrath,- and 1o it 
muſt be infallible as well in rot-tundamentals, as in 
tundamenta's. 

5. Gods being:of infinite Veracity { as hah been 
proved 
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provcd in my couſutation of Dr.Stz{lingflects 6, 16, 17, 
Propoſitions ) cannot permit any talſe Church to have 
or ſhew ſo credible an appearance of true Miracles, as 
hath been alwaies and now Is pretended to be in the 
Roman-Catholick Church; They are ſo convincing, 
(]:.t our adverſaries can as little prove the fraud, asde- 
1:y thefact: They are (o frequent, that there is ſcarce a 
Countrey m Chriſtendom, wherein they have not been 
vrought : They are ſo authentick (I ſpeak only of 
{nch as are approved by the Biſhops of Roxze, in.order 
10 the canonization of Saints ) that there cannot be a 
more narrow 1crutiny into the nature and cure of the 
diteaſe, nor into the ſincerity and ſufficiency of the 

\'itneſtes, and 'the ſeverity of our judgments againſt 
ivchas wefinde to be cheats and Impoſtors, is notori- 
cus even in tre/and, where our Eccleſiaſtical diſcipline 
i» reſtrained by the Laws, we have ventured to ſilence 
Tames Finanghty (a ſimple ignorant Pricſt ) becauſe 
uwmiclt and he who cauſed them to be prinred, were 
{o weak as to fancy they were true Miracles. 

I know Dr. Stillixgfleet may obje&t againſtthis Pro- 
potition, the Miracles of Antichriſt, but his Miracles 
will not be of the ſame nature with the Miracles of 
Chriſt, and ours 3 he will not convert Nations to Chri - 
ſtianity, by imitating the Apoſtles humility, pomny 

! 


and chaſtity, as the Apoltolical men of our Churc 


- 


bave done in all former ages. and even in thisz Wit- - 
nefle both the dies, Brafle. Eihiopiz. Peria, Japan,and 
China. Beſides, though Antichriſt's hracles could bc 
in appearance as palpable, and as planithic as ours 5 
yet ( belides the precedency and fprediCtion of ours as 
true ) the particular circumſtances wherewith Scripture 
hath deſcribed/that man of ſin, and the warning it bath 
given 
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Wen us, not to beleeve his Miracles, do ſo diſcredit 
| dp) them, that no man who will retlett upon the 
Scriptures words and recurr to God for help will bedc- 
eciv'd by Antichriſt's Impoſtures,and !ying Frodigies. 

True nt is, that according to * D.Stiltirg- *Sce D.sS+il. 
fleets Principles ( making every particular /ingfier: 
perſon Judge of Divine Revelation, an e"/». py. 
admitting nothing as fuch that he thinks 4%9- 
doth contradi&fenſe in its proper objet) Antichriſt': 
Miracles muſt be judged true Miracles, and by corſe- 
quence his Deftrine muſt be embraced as Divine Re: 
velation : For upon this account alone doth Dr. 8:/- 
ling flect deny the Miracle and Myitery of Tranſwbſtant? * 
«tion, notwithſtanding the clearneſs of Scripture for it 5 
beingzmpoſſible to expreſs that Truth, or any other, 1: 
more clear terms,thea by Chriſts ſaying, Th is -ry boa; 
lolikewiſc it muſt be concluded from Dr. 8r:{irg flect: 
Principles, that though Chriſt tels you clearly. Ant: 
chriſt's Miracles wzll not be true Miracles, yet if your 
eyes tels you (that is_if you ſce a man lie like dead. 
and afterwards (ce him ſtand and move. by Antichriſt's 
command ) you muſt prefer this evidence of ſencc in 
its proper obje@, b:fore Chrifts clear words and Reve- 
tion: For. the proper ubjct of feale gocs no further 
thentotheoutward appeatance. or acceidepts; it doth 
got penctrateto the ſub{tance of bread or wine, much 

, ſs ro the life or ſoul of a teeming dead man; and by 
conſequence men may be miſtaken 1 the ſubſtance of 
doth, though they rely upon ſenſes evidence in its pro- 
per obje&, whichis only the ſpccies. or outward appea- 
rance?, or ( if you will fo'low th. modern opinion ) 
certam impreſſions mide uponthe Organs of our ſen'es; 
and thie may be pertormed by Antichtiſt, or by —_— 
i ener 
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ther that the devil hath a kindneſs for, withqut any 
concurrence or real exiſtence of the Obje@ you fancy 
to fee hear, ſmell. touch, or taſte; and of this we bave 
futhcient proofs and examples in viſions and apparitions: 
both cf good and bad ſpyirs, both in ſacred and pro- 
phane Hiſtory. 

We cught not therefore to attribute ſomuch to the 
evidence of (enſe inits moſt proper Obje (it cannot 
uaVE EVIdEnCE 1N any ather ) as towreſt the words of 
>crip: ure from their literal and plain ſence, in the My- 
[try of 4r4»ſubſtantiation, ſeeing we muſt confeſs that 
Antichriſts taliſe Miracles will have no other colour of 
:ruth, but what will be grounded upon the Evidence 
ot tenſe in its moſt proper Objett ; and if this Evidence 
ought not to prevail in favour of Antichxiſts Miracles, 


i ſce no reaſon why it ought to prevail againſt Ehrifts 


words, This 5s my body. | 

As for matters of faith that ſuppoſe mattcrs of faQ, 
the certainty of their belief doth not depend ſo much 
pon the ſences evidence of the fa@, as D. Stillingfleet 
1magines, pag-469. For, we do not beJeeve that any of 
the Apoſtles, or others, did ſee Chriſt in the very act or 
initant of his Re(urreRion, though they did ſee him a 
little after, but they did not ſeethe Reſurreftian. it ſelf 3 
and though they had ſcen it, the affurance of their fanh 
muſt have been 'gronnded upon divine Revelation, 
not upon that ſight, So that not oply lucceeding ages, 
bur'the Apoſtles themlclves believed Chriſts Reſurre-+ 
Ction with Chriſtian faith, not bec:uſe they did {tc him 
revived, but becaulc he told them, he was the very lame 
Chriſt that had been dead, and this his aflextion 1s, con- 
hrmed by the ſame ſignes and teſtimonies whereby the 
other myſteries of Faith are. 
| Concluſion. 
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Concluſion. 

Ecing therefore the whole Catholick Church cannot 

be compoſed of many or any two diſſenting Con- 
gregations in any point of Faith, whether fundamental, 
or not fundamental.and that the ſame Catholick Church 
muſt have ſupernatural ſignes and Miracles whereby it 
may bediſcerned fromall Heretical kar gary and 
that no other * Chriſtian Congregation, but the Ro- | P-P- 
man-Catholick doth as much as pretend to-ſupergatue L 
ral fignes and Miracles, and that this pretence of Mira- = 
cles in the Roman-Catholick Church 1s ſo well ground-, . .., 
ed, that the witeſt and warieſt men of the world for 11: ſau 
many ages (and in this alſo-) did take it tobe good Neither 
and (ufticient evidence to build thereupon their hopes Turks, » 
of (alvation, and that ſuch as deny the ſufficiency of 7519 
this evidence cannot difpute it otherwiſe then by ſay- = _ 
ing ( contrary to univerſal Tradition andtothe Tefti- Chr 9 
mony of all Hiſtories) that they wha beheved and het 
wrought our Miracles were cheats or mad-men.,and thar'p,y, — 
there can be no greater madneſs then ſo raſh an aſler- Church of 
tion; fecing, I ſay, all this hath been made out in my Rome do 
Propolitions, I hope it may be evidently concluded, that 94" of 
the Roman-Catholick Church, and only the Roman- Aaractes. 
Catholick Church, is the whole Catholtick and true 
Church of Cod. From whence muſt foltow the quite 
contrary of D.Stillingfleets Principles and Concluſions. 

This Sir,is myOpinion of aBook ſo much applauded by 

thoſe thatunderſtand not its Principles,nor the inconve- 
niencies it may draw upon the Religion and Revenues 
of the Church of Exg/2nd, by making that Church as uſe- 
leſs for faving ſouls, as its Revenuesare thought by 
Stareſmen neceſlary for ſupporting the State : I am, 


March 17. 1671. Yours, 
F INTS. 7.W. 
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